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Abstract
There are many research about Viscous scalar conservation law ut + f(u)x = µuxx.
In this paper, we study stability and asymptotic stability of travelling solutions for
viscous scalar conservation law. The major result shows that if Rankine Hugoniot
condition, the generalized shock condition and some assumptions hold, there exist
a solution approaches to the travelling solution, satisfy stability and asymptotic
stability problems at corresponding rate. The important feature of this paper is to
employ an appropriate weight function to show the stability and asymptotic behavior
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We consider the Cauchy problem for viscous scalar conservation laws:
ut + f(u)x = µuxx, (x, t) ∈ R× R+, (1.0.1)
u(x, 0) = u0(x), x ∈ R, (1.0.2)
where µ > 0 is called the coefficient of viscosity, f ∈ C2 and the initial data u0(x) satisfies
u0(x)→ u± as x→ ±∞. (1.0.3)
Let this scalar viscous conservation law admits smooth travelling wave solutions with shock
profile
u(x, t) = U(ξ) , ξ = x− st, (1.0.4)
U(ξ)→ u± as ξ → ±∞. (1.0.5)
s satisfies the Rankine Hugoniot condition
s(u+ − u−) = f(u+)− f(u−), (1.0.6)
and the generalized shock condition
h(u) = −s(u− u±) + f(u)− f(u±)
{
< 0 (u+ < u < u−),
> 0 (u− < u < u+).
(1.0.7)
The generalized shock condition means
f ′(u+) ≤ s ≤ f ′(u−). (1.0.8)
1
About travelling waves for viscous scalar conservation law, Il’in and Oleinik [1], Nishihara
[2], Kawashima and Matsumura[3] investigated the asymptotic stability of travelling wave for
viscous scalar conservation law with convex function f . However, we need to generalize the
condition about f , because the convex function f is limited case. So, there were many re-
searches about the non convex function with some assumptions. Matsumura and Kawashima
[4], investigated stability of travelling waves with convex and concave function that has a one
inflection point. Jones, Gardner and Kapitula[7] investigated stability of travelling wave and
decay rate with C2 function.
Using these results, Nishihara and Matsumura [6] generalized the asymptotic stability of travel-
ling wave with non convex function f . So, our purpose is to survey on their results on stability
and decay rate for any C2 function.
In section 2, we consider the existence of travelling wave using Lipschitz condition. In section 3,
we reformulate the viscous scalar conservation law using section 2 results. In section 4, we check
the stability of travelling wave for convex flux case using local existence and a priori estimate.
In section 5, we check stability of travelling wave for non convex flux case using local existence
and a priori estimate. In section 6 and 7, we show asymptotic decay rate of the viscous shock
waves for C2 function f .
To find the a priori estimates for each case, we use the section 3 and combine them with local
existence. Then, we show that stability and asymptotic decay rate for each section. In these
progresses, we use an Energy method with appropriate weight function.
Notation 1.
1.0.1 We denote the constant Ca,b,.. depending on a, b, .. by Ca,b,.. or only by C.
1.0.2 We denote f(x) ∼ g(x) as x→ a when C−1g < f < Cg in a neighbourhood of a.
1.0.3 We denote by L2 space with the norm
||f ||2 = ∫R |f(x)|2dx.
1.0.4 H l is the sobolev space of l th order with the norm
||f ||2l = Σlj=0||( ∂∂x)jf(x)||2.
1.0.5 L2w is the weighted L




1.0.6 If w(x) = 〈x〉a = (1 + x2)α/2, we write L2w = L2α and | · |w = | · |α.
1.0.7 If a weighted function is 〈x〉αw, we denote by f ∈ L2α,w with the norm
2
|f |α,w = (
∫
R < x >
α w(x)|f(x)|2dx)1/2.
For example, if C−1 ≤ w(x) ≤ C, we know that L2 = H0 = L20 = L2w with || · || = || · ||0 = | · |0 ∼
| · |w and that L2α,w = L2α with | · |α,w ∼ | · |α.
3
2Existence of travelling wave solution
The first thing we need to check is the existence of travelling wave solutions of viscous scalar
conservation law. If f is convex, we get the 2 Lemma.
Lemma 2.0.1. If (1.0.1) admits a travelling wave U(x − st), satisfies U(±∞) = u± and f is
convex, then u± and s must satisfy the Rankine Hugoniot condition and the generalized shock
condition.
Proof. Since we admit u(x, t) = U(x− st) = U(ξ), (1.0.1) satisfy −sU ′ + f(U)′ = µU ′′.
Integrating over (±∞, ξ), we get
µU ′ = −sU + f(U)− c = h(U). (2.0.1)
Since U(±∞) = u± , U ′(±∞) = 0 and using ξ → ±∞ in (2.0.1) we know
h(u±) = 0 and c = −su± + f(u±). (2.0.2)
It equals to the Rankine Hugoniot condition.
The equation (2.0.1) with h(u±) = 0 admits a smooth solution U(ξ) satisfying U(±∞) = u± if
and only if
h(u) < 0, if u+ < u−,
h(u) > 0, if u+ > u−.
(2.0.3)
is done. So, we know that the condition of h(U) must be satisfied because f is convex. Since the
generalized shock condition is proved that it’s equivalent to the condition of h(U), we proved
that the Rankine Hugoniot condition and the generalized shock condition are necessary for the
existence of a travelling wave U(x− st) satisfying U(±∞) = u±.
4
Lemma 2.0.2. (Existence of travelling solutions with convex function f) Suppose the Rankine
Hugoniot condition and the generalized shock condition hold. Then, there exist a travelling wave
U(x− st), satisfying U(±∞) = u±. The U(ξ) is a monotone function of ξ.
Proof. We have
Differential equation: Uξ = h(U, ξ) , U(±∞) = u±
Initial condition: U(ξ∗) = U∗
To prove Lemma 2.0.2, we use Lipschitz condition.
Since h(Uk(ξ)) uniformly converge to h(U·(ξ)) = U·(ξ) by the Pichard iteration, the global
solution U(ξ) exist, if h(U) is global lipschitz of U .
So, we need to show h(U) is global lipschitz.
Since h is convex, U can’t be U ≥ u− and U ≤ u+. It means U ∈ [u+, u−].
So, we get ∀(ξ, U) ∈ (R, (u+, u−))
| ∂h∂U | = |h′(U)| = |f ′(U)− s| ≤ supU∈[u+,u−] |f ′(U)|+ s ≤ max(|f ′(u+)|, |f ′(u−)|) + s ≤ K.
It means h(U) is Lipschitz. So, the global solution U(ξ) exist.
By Lemma 2.0.1 and Lemma 2.0.2, we know:
there exists a travelling wave U(x−st) and it satisfies U(±∞) = u± if and only if u± and shock
speed s satisfy the Rankine-Hugoniot condition and the generalized shock condition.
However, we can’t use Lemma 2.0.2 for the non-convex function f . So, to prove existence
of travelling wave with non convex function f , we need some condition of h(U).
Lemma 2.0.3. (Existence of travelling wave with f ∈ C2) Assume Rankine-Hugoniot condition,
the generalized shock condition and
|h(U)| ∼ |U − u±|1+k± , as U → u±, (2.0.4)
with k± ≥ 0. Then there exists a travelling wave solution U(ξ) of viscous scalar conservation
law with U(±∞) = u±. Also,
|U(ξ)− u±| ∼ e−c|ξ| , if f ′(u+) < s < f ′(u−), (2.0.5)
|U(ξ)− u±| ∼ |ξ|−1/k+ , if s = f ′(u+), (2.0.6)
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|U(ξ)− u±| ∼ |ξ|−1/k− , if s = f ′(u−), (2.0.7)
is done as ξ → ±∞, where k± is denoted to h(n)(u±) = 0 if 1 ≤ n ≤ k± and h(n+1)(u±) 6= 0.
Proof. We have
Differential equation: Uξ = h(U, ξ) , U(±∞) = u±
Initial condition: U(ξ∗) = U∗
To prove Lemma 2.0.3, we use Lipschitz condition.
Since h(Uk(ξ)) uniformly converge to h(U·(ξ)) = U·(ξ) by the Pichard iteration, the global
solution U(ξ) exist, if h(U) is global lipschitz of U . So, we need to show h(U) is global lipschitz.
Since h < 0 is non convex, |h(U)| ∼ |U − u±|1+k± help U → u± as ξ → ∞. It means U is
bounded.
So, we get ∀(ξ, U) ∈ (R, (u+, u−))
| ∂h∂U | = |h′(U)| = |f ′(U)− s| ≤ supU∈[u+,u−] |f ′(U)|+ s ≤ max(|f ′(u+)|, |f ′(u−)|) + s ≤ K.
It means h(U) is Lipschitz. So, the global solution U(ξ) exist.
By the implicit formula, we get
1. f ′(u+) < s < f ′(u−) case,









= ξ + c.
So, we know |U(ξ)− u±| ∼ e−c|ξ| as ξ → ±∞ for some constant c.
2. s = f ′(u+) or f ′(u−) case,











= ξ + c.
So, we know
|U(ξ)− u+| ∼ c|ξ|1/k+ as ξ →∞ for some constant c if s = f
′(u+),
|U(ξ)− u−| ∼ c|ξ|1/k− as ξ → −∞ for some constant c if s = f
′(u−).
6
3Reformulation of the Problem
For the stability and asymptotic stability of travelling wave solution U, we need a condition
about U and the initial data u0. So, we add the assumption u0 − U is integrable. Since
U(±∞) = u±, we get ∫
R(u0(x)− U(±∞))dx =
∫
R(u0(x)− u±)dx T 0.
It means we determine U which satisfies∫
R





Let U(ξ) be the travelling wave solution where satisfy Lemma 2.0.3 and (3.0.1) , then we
get
u(x, t) = U(ξ) + ψξ(ξ, t) , where ξ = x− st. (3.0.2)
It means (1.0.1) with the initial data is




(u0 − U)(η)dη. (3.0.4)
(3.0.3) is equivalent to the following form
ψt + h
′(U)ψξ − µψξξ = F, (3.0.5)
F = −(f(U + ψξ)− f(U)− f ′(U)ψξ). (3.0.6)
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Now, let select the weight as
w = w(U) = |(U − u+)(U − u−)
h(U)
|. (3.0.7)
Since |h(U)| ∼ |U − u±|1+k± in Lemma 2.0.3, we get the following form
if f ′(u+) < s < f ′(u−) , w(U) ∼ C as U → u± and L2α,w(U) = L2α, (3.0.8)
if f ′(u+) = s < f ′(u−) , w(U) ∼ |U − u+|−k+ as U → u+, (3.0.9)
or w(U(ξ)) ∼ 〈ξ〉 as ξ →∞ and hence L2w(U) = L2〈ξ〉+ ,
if f ′(u+) < s = f ′(u−) , w(U) ∼ |U − u−|−k− as U → u−, (3.0.10)
or w(U(ξ)) ∼ 〈ξ〉 as ξ → −∞ and hence L2w(U) = L2〈ξ〉− ,
if f ′(u+) = s = f ′(u−) , w(U) ∼ |U − u±|−k± as U → u±, (3.0.11)
or w(U(ξ)) ∼ 〈ξ〉 as ξ → ±∞ and hence L2w(U) = L2〈ξ〉− = L21.
Remark 3.0.1. The reason why the weight function w(U) is introduced and has the value that
form is the key point of this thesis. We consider the C2 function f(u), it’s not always h′′(U) =
f ′′(u) > 0. It means there are problems just doing estimate without using other method.
However, with the weight function w(U), w(U)h(U) is convex function, we can estimate much
easily. The details comes out later.
We define the solution space
X(0, T ) = {ψ ∈ C0(0, T ;H2 ∩ L2w(U)), ψξ ∈ L2(0, T ;H2 ∩ L2w(U )}.
Then U be the solution globally in time about stability and asymptotic stability for (1.0.1).
To prove it, we suppose there is a local existence result.
Proposition 3.0.1. (local existence)For any 0 > 0, there exists a positive constant To depend-
ing on 0 such that if ψ0 ∈ H2 ∩L2w(U) and ||ψ0||2 ≤ 0, then the problem has a unique solution
ψ ∈ X(0, T ) satisfying ||ψ(t)||2 ≤ 20 for 0 ≤ t ≤ T0.
We check the case u+ < u−, h(U) ≤ 0 for U ∈ [u+, u−] because the other case, u+ > u−,
h(U) ≥ 0, is proved in the same method.
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4Stability of travelling wave for
convex flux case
In this chapter, we check A priori estimate and Stability of travelling waves for convex flux
using continuation argument.
Theorem 4.0.1. (A priori estimate) Let ψ be a solution of the (3.0.5) and satisfying in X(0, T )




0 ||ψξ(τ)||22dτ ≤ C22 (||ψ0||22),
for any 0 ≤ t ≤ T .
The key point of this section is to use the standard energy method.
Lemma 4.0.1. Let ψ ∈ X(0, T ) be a solution of (3.0.5). Then, it satisfies
||ψ(t)||+ ∫ t0 µ||ψξ(τ)||2dτ ≤ C||ψ0||2.
Proof. Multiplying 2ψ on (3.0.5) we get
2ψψt + 2ψψξh
′(U)− 2µψψξξ = 2ψF. (4.0.1)
It means
(ψ2)t + (ψ
2h′(U))ξ − h′′(U)Uξψ2 − (2µψψξ)ξ + 2µψ2ξ = 2ψF, (4.0.2)
In (4.0.2), (·)ξ is the term which disappears after integration over R.
Integrating (4.0.2) over (0, t)×R we get
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||ψ(t)||2 + ∫ t0 ∫R−(h(U))′′Uξψ2 + 2µψ2ξdξdτ = ||ψ0||+ ∫ t0 ∫R 2ψFdξdτ .
Since Uξ < 0 and h
′′(U) = f ′′(U) ≥ 0 such that we get
||ψ(t)||2 + ∫ t0 2µ||ψξ||2dτ ≤ ||ψ0||2 + ∫ t0 ∫R 2ψFdξdτ .
Let
N(t) = sup0≤τ≤t ||ψ(τ)||2,
and assume N(t) ≤ 0.
By the taylor extension, |F | = |f(U + ψξ) − f(U) − f ′(U)ψξ| = O(ψ2ξ ). It satisfies |F | → 0 as
ξ → ±∞.
Then, for some 3 satisfying N(t) < 3 < 0,
||ψ(t)||2 + ∫ t0 ||ψξ||2dτ ≤ C22 ||ψ0||2.
Moreover, we need to check the similarly case when we apply ∂ξ and ∂ξξ to rewritten form.
Then, we can get a new lemma.




0 ||ψξξ(τ)||21dτ ≤ C(||(ψ0)ξ||21).
Proof. For higher order estimate, we apply ∂ξ to the (3.0.5). Then,
ψξt + {(h(U))′ψξ}ξ − µψξξξ = Fξ.
Multiplying 2ψξ on (3.0.5) we get
(ψ2ξ )t + {(h(U))′ψ2ξ}ξ − {2µψξξξψξ}ξ + h′′(U)Uξψ2ξ + 2µψ2ξξ = 2ψξFξ. (4.0.3)

















′′(U)Uξψ2ξdξ + µ||ψξξ(τ)||dτ ≤ C(||ψξ(0)||2).
By, − ∫ t0 ∫R h′′(U)Uξψ2ξdξ ≥ 0, we have
||ψξ(t)||2 +
∫ t














where c = supξ∈R{|h′′(U)Uξ|} <∞.
Applying ∂ξξ to (3.0.5) we get
ψξξt + {(h(U))′ψξ}ξξ − µψξξξξ = Fξξ,
Multiplying 2ψξξ we get
2ψξξψξξt + {(h(U))′ψξ}ξξ2ψξξ − µ2ψξξψξξξξ = Fξξ2ψξξ (4.0.4)
we changed the second term in (4.0.4) to the other form as follows
(h′(U)ψξ)ξξψξξ = {(h′(U)ψξ)ξψξξ}ξ − (h′(U)ψξ)ξψξξξ
= {(h′(U))ξψξψξξ + h′(U)ψ2ξξ}ξ − (h′(U))ξψξψξξξ − h′(U)ψξξψξξξ
= {(h′(U))ξψξψξξ + h′(U)ψ2ξξ}ξ − {12h′(U)ψ2ξξ}ξ + 12(h′(U))ξψ2ξξ
−{((h′(U))ξψξ)ψξξ}ξ + ((h′(U))ξψξ)ξψξξ
= 12{h′(U)ψ2ξξ}ξ + 32(h′(U))ξψ2ξξ + (h′(U))ξξψξψξξ.
It means
(ψ2ξξ)t+{(h(U))′ψ2ξξ}ξ−{2µψξξξψξξ}ξ+3h′(U)ξψ2ξξ+2h′(U)ξξψξψξξ+2µψ2ξξξ = 2ψξξFξξ. (4.0.5)



























Since − ∫ t0 ∫R 3h′(U)ξψ2ξξ + 2h′(U)ξξψξψξξdξdτ ≤ c ∫ t0 ∫R ψ2ξ + ψ2ξξdξdτ ,







ξξξ(τ)dξdτ ≤ C(||ψξξ(0)||2) + c
∫ t
0 ||ψξξ(τ)||2 + ||ψξ(τ)||2dτ .
Combining with these higher order cases, we get
||ψξ(t)||2 + ||ψξξ(t)||2 +
∫ t
0 ||ψξξ(τ)||2 + ||ψξξξ(τ)||2dτ ≤ C(||(ψ0)ξ||2 + ||(ψ0)ξξ||2)
+c
∫ t
0 ||ψξξ(τ)||2 + ||ψξ(τ)||2dτ .




0 ||ψξ(τ)||22dτ ≤ C(||ψ0||22).
where constant C dependent of N(t). So, the proof of A priori estimate is done.
Let check the Stability of travelling wave.
Theorem 4.0.2. (Stability) Suppose ψ0 ∈ H2. Then there exists a positive constant 2 and C2




||ψξ(τ)||22dτ ≤ C22 (||ψ0||22). (4.0.6)
for any t ≥ 0. Also, ψξ tends to 0 in the L∞ norm as t→∞,
supξ∈R|ψξ(ξ, t)| → 0 , as t→∞.
Proof. To prove this theorem, we have to use Continuation argument.
Suppose 2 = min{3/2, 3/2C3} , C2 = C3.
By the local existence, we put ||ψ0||22 ≤ 22 ≤ 23/4. Because of T0 is dependent of 0 , T0 has the
value T0(3) such that the solution exists on [0, T0(3)]. It means
||ψ(t)||22 ≤ 4(||ψ0||22) ≤ 23, for t ∈ [0, T0].
By A priori estimate with T = T0(3), we know
||ψ(t)||22 +
∫ t
0 ||ψξ(τ)||22dτ ≤ C23 (||ψ0||22),
for 0 ≤ t ≤ T . So we get









Using above results, we know ψ(ξ, T0) ∈ H2 and ||ψ(T0)||22 ≤ ||ψ(T0)||22 ≤ 
2
3
4 . So, we can apply
Local existence again at the start time T0. Then,
||ψ(t)||22 ≤ 4(||ψ0||22) ≤ 23 for t ∈ [T0, 2T0].
It means Local existence holds for t ∈ [0, 2T0].
Also, by A priori estimate, we get
||ψ(t)||22 +
∫ t
0 ||ψξ(τ)||22dτ ≤ C23 (||ψ0||22),





for t ∈ [0, 2T0].
Using the same methods, Local existence and A priori estimate hold for t ∈ [0, nT0], n ∈ N. It
means a global solution ψ ∈ X(0,∞) exist.
The remain thing is to show ψξ tends to 0 in the L
∞ norm as t→∞,
supξ∈R|ψξ(ξ, t)| → 0 , as t→∞. (4.0.7)
Using the Gagliardo-Nirenburg interpolation inequality, we get
sup
ξ∈R
|ψξ(t)| ≤ ||ψξξ(t)||1/2||ψξ||1/2. (4.0.8)
Since
||ψ(t)||2 + ∫ t0 µ||ψξ(τ)||2dτ ≤ C||ψ0||2
||ψξ(t)||2 +
∫ t
0 µ||ψξξ(τ)||2dτ ≤ C||ψξ(0)||2 + c
∫ t
0 ||ψξ(τ)||2dτ ≤ C||ψ0||21
||ψξξ(t)||2 +
∫ t
0 µ||ψξξξ(τ)||2dτ ≤ C||ψξξ(0)||2 + c
∫ t
0 ||ψξ(τ)||2 + ||ψξξ(τ)||2dτ ≤ C||ψ0||22
are done, we know ||ψξ(t)|| and ||ψξξ(t)|| are uniformly bounded for t ≥ 0.
Also, since ||ψξ(t)||2 is integrable over t and ddt ||ψξ(t)||2 is also integrable over t and satisfies∫ t
0 (
d
dt ||ψξ(τ)||2)dτ = ||ψξ(t)||2 − ||ψξ(0)||2 ≤ C||ψξ(0)||2,
we know ||ψξ(t)||2 is lipschitz continuous. Therefore ||ψξ(t)||2 is uniformly continuous. It means




|ψξ(t)| ≤ ||ψξξ(t)||1/2||ψξ||1/2 → 0, as t→∞ (4.0.10)
Therefore, Theorem 4.0.2 is done.
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5Stability of travelling wave for non
convex flux case
In this section, we check A priori estimate and Stability of travelling waves for non convex flux
using continuation argument.
The key point of this section is to use the energy method with weighted function w(U).
Theorem 5.0.1. (A priori estimate) Let ψ be a solution of the (3.0.5) and satisfying in X(0, T )
for a positive constant T. Then there exists a positive constant 3 such that if sup0≤t≤T ||ψ(t)||2 <
3, then ψ(t) satisfies
||ψ(t)||22 + |ψ(t)|2w(U) +
∫ t
0 ||ψξ(τ)||22 + |ψξ(τ)|2w(U)dτ ≤ C22 (||ψ0||22 + |ψ0|2w(U)),
for any 0 ≤ t ≤ T .





√−Uξψ(τ)||2 + µ|ψξ(τ)|2w(U)dτ ≤ 12 |ψ0|2w(U) + ∫ t0 ∫R w(U)ψFdxdτ ,
Proof. Multiplying the (3.0.5) by 2w(U)ψ we get
2wψψt + 2wψψξh
′(U)− 2wµψψξξ = 2wψF. (5.0.1)
Using the product rule, we get
2wψψt + 2wψψξh
′(U) + 2w′ψψξh(U)− 2w′ψψξh(U)− 2wµψψξξ = 2wψF, (5.0.2)
⇒ (wψ2)t + 2(wh)′ψψξ − 2w′ψψξh(U)− 2wµψψξξ = 2wψF, (5.0.3)
⇒ (wψ2)t + ((wh)′ψ2)ξ − (wh)′′Uξψ2 − 2w′ψψξh(U)− 2wµψψξξ = 2wψF, (5.0.4)
14
In the chapter 2, we know h(U) = µUξ such that we get
(wψ2)t + ((wh)
′ψ2)ξ − (wh)′′Uξψ2 − 2µw′Uξψψξ − 2wµψψξξ = 2wψF. (5.0.5)
Using the product rule, we get
(wψ2)t + ((wh)







+µw(U)ψ2ξ − 12(w(U)h(U))′′Uξψ2 = w(U)ψF .













Since we selected the weight w = w(U) = | (U−u+)(U−u−)h(U) |, we know w(U)h(U) is convex





0 µ|ψξ(τ)|2w(U) + || −
√






N(t) = sup0≤τ≤t ||ψ(τ)||2
and assume N(t) ≤ 0.
By the taylor extension, |F | = |f(U + ψξ) − f(U) − f ′(U)ψξ| = O(ψ2ξ ). It satisfies |F | → 0 as
ξ → ±∞.
Then, for some 3 satisfying N(t) < 3 < 0,
|ψ(t)|2w(U) +
∫ t
0 |ψξ(τ)|2w(U)dτ ≤ C|ψ0|2w(U)
Moreover, we need to check the similarly case when we apply ∂ξ and ∂ξξ to (3.0.5). Then,
we can get a new lemma




0 ||ψξξ(τ)||21dτ ≤ C(||(ψ0)ξ||21 + |ψ0|2w(U))
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Proof. For the estimates of ψξ and ψξξ, we apply ∂ξ and ∂ξξ to (3.0.5) and multiply ψ and ψξξ.
Applying ∂ξ to (3.0.5), and multiplying 2ψξ to the result, we get
2ψξψξt + 2(h
′(U)ψξ)ξψξ − 2µψξξξψξ = 2Fξψξ. (5.0.7)
Using the product rule, we get
(ψ2ξ )t + 2h
′′(U)Uξψ2ξ + {(h)′ψ2ξ}ξ − (h)′′Uξψ2ξ − {2µψξψξξ}ξ + 2µψ2ξξ
= 2Fξψξ
Integrating over (0, t)× R, we get




















h′′Uξψ2ξdξ + 2µ||ψξξ(τ)||2dτ ≤ ||ψξ(0)||2 (5.0.9)
Since U is a smooth function and both Uξ and Uξξ converge to 0 as ξ → ±∞, |Uξ| and |Uξξ| are























≤ ||ψξ(0)||2 + C|ψ(0)|2w(U)
where c = 2 supξ∈R |h′′(U)Uξ|




µ|ψξξ(τ)|2w(U)dτ ≤ C(||ψξ(0)||2 + |ψ(0)|2w(U)) (5.0.11)
Applying ∂ξξ to (3.0.5), and multiplying 2ψξξ to the result, we get
2ψξξψξξt + 2(h
′(U)ψξ)ξξψξξ − 2µψξξξξψξξ = 2Fξξψξξ. (5.0.12)
Using the product rule, we get
2ψξξψξξt + 2(h
′(U)ψξ)ξξψξξ − {2µψξξξψξξ}ξ + 2wµψ2ξξξ = 2wFξξψξξ.
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The second term, 2(h′(U)ψξ)ξξψξξ is calculated as follows
2(h′(U)ψξ)ξξψξξ = {(2h′ψξ)ξψξξ}ξ − (2h′ψξ)ξψξξξ
= {2h′ψ2ξξ + 2h′′Uξψξψξξ}ξ − 2h′′Uξψξψξξξ − 2h′ψξξψξξξ
= {2h′ψ2ξξ + 2h′′Uξψξψξξ}ξ + {−(2h′′Uξψξψξξ)ξ + (2h′′Uξ)ξψξψξξ + 2h′′Uξψξξ}
+{−(h′ψ2ξξ)ξ + h′′Uξψ2ξξ}
= {h′ψ2ξξ}ξ + 3h′′Uξψ2ξξ + 2(h′)ξξψξψξξ
So, we get
2ψξξψξξt + {h′ψ2ξξ}ξ + 3h′′Uξψ2ξξ + 2(h′)ξξψξψξξ
−{2µψξξξψξξ}ξ + 2µψ2ξξξ = 2Fξξψξξ.
Integrating over (0, t)× R, we get














Under the smallness assumption on N(T ), we get
||ψξξ(t)||2 +
∫ t







Since U is a smooth function and both Uξ and Uξξ converge to 0 as ξ → ±∞, |Uξ| and |Uξξ| are
bounded, so is supξ∈R |(h′(U))ξ + (h′(U))ξξ| <∞. It means
||ψξξ(t)||2 +
∫ t







≤ ||ψξξ(0)||2 + c
∫ t
0 ||ψξξ(τ)||+ ||ψξ(τ)||dτ ≤ ||ψξξ(0)||2 + C(||ψξ(0)||2 + |ψ(0)|2w(U))
where c = 5 supξ∈R |(h′(U))ξ + (h′(U))ξξ| <∞.




2µ||ψξξξ(τ)||2dτ ≤ C(||ψξξ(0)||2 + ||ψξ(0)||2 + |ψ(0)|2w(U)) (5.0.13)
Combining (5.0.11) with (5.0.13) , we get
||ψξ(t)||21 +
∫ t
0 ||ψξξ(τ)||21dτ ≤ C(||ψξ(0)||21 + |ψ0|2w(U)).
So, Combineing Lemma 5.0.1 with Lemma 5.0.2, we get
||ψ(t)||22 + |ψ(t)|2w(U) +
∫ t
0 ||ψξ(τ)||22 + |ψξ(τ)|2w(U)dτ ≤ C(||ψ0||22 + |ψ0|2w(U)).
where constant C dependent of N(t). So, the proof of A priori estimate is done.
Let check the Stability of travelling wave.
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Theorem 5.0.2. (Stability) Suppose ψ0 ∈ H2 ∩L2w(U). Then there exists a positive constant 2
and C2 such that if ||ψ0||2+|ψ0|w(U) < 2, the problem has a unique global solution ψ ∈ X(0,∞),
||ψ(t)||22 + |ψ(t)|2w(U) +
∫ t
0
||ψξ(τ)||22 + |ψξ(τ)|2w(U)dτ ≤ C22 (||ψ0||22 + |ψ0|2w(U)). (5.0.14)
for any t ≥ 0. Also, ψξ tends to 0 in the L∞ norm as t→∞,
supξ∈R|ψξ(ξ, t)| → 0 , as t→∞. (5.0.15)
Proof. To prove this theorem, we have to use continuation argument, again. The proof is similar
to Theorem 4.0.2. The difference point is the weighted L2w norm.
Suppose 2 = min{3/2, 3/2C3} , C2 = C3.
By the local existence, we put ||ψ0||22 + |ψ0|2w(U) ≤ 22 ≤ 23/4. Because of T0 is dependent of 0 ,
T0 has the value T0(3) such that the solution exists on [0, T0(3)]. It means
||ψ(t)||22 + |ψ(t)|2w(U) ≤ 4(||ψ0||22 + |ψ0|2w(U)) ≤ 23 for t ∈ [0, T0].
By A priori estimate with T = T0(3), we know for 0 ≤ t ≤ T
||ψ(t)||22 + |ψ(t)|2w(U) +
∫ t
0 ||ψξ(τ)||22 + |ψξ(τ)|2w(U)dτ ≤ C23 (||ψ0||22 + |ψ0|2w(U)).
So, we get




||ψ(T0)||22 + |ψ(T0)|2w(U) ≤ C2322 ≤
23
4 .
Using above results, we know ψ(ξ, T0) ∈ H2 ∩L2w(U) and ||ψ(T0)||22 ≤ ||ψ(T0)||22 + |ψ(T0)|2w(U) ≤
23
4 . So, we can apply Local existence again at the start time T0,
||ψ(t)||22 + |ψ(t)|2w(U) ≤ 4(||ψ0||22 + |ψ0|2w(U)) ≤ 23 for t ∈ [T0, 2T0].
It means Local existence holds for t ∈ [0, 2T0].
Also, by A priori estimate,
||ψ(t)||22 + |ψ(t)|2w(U) +
∫ t
0 ||ψξ(τ)||22 + |ψξ(τ)|2w(U)dτ ≤ C23 (||ψ0||22 + |ψ0|2w(U))
⇒ ||ψ(t)||22 + |ψ(t)|2w(U) ≤ C23 (||ψ0||22 + |ψ0|2w(U)) ≤ C2322 ≤
23
4 ,
for t ∈ [0, 2T0].
Using the same method, Local existence and A priori estimate hold for t ∈ [0, nT0], n ∈ N. It
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means a global solution ψ ∈ X(0,∞) exist.
The remain thing is to show ψξ tends to 0 in the L
∞ norm as t→∞,
supξ∈R|ψξ(ξ, t)| → 0 , as t→∞. (5.0.16)
In fact, this is the same method that of Theorem 4.0.2. Using the Gagliardo-Nirenburg inter-
polation inequality, we get
sup
ξ∈R




0 µ|ψξ(τ)|2w(U)dτ ≤ C|ψ0|2w(U)
||ψξ(t)||2 +
∫ t
0 µ||ψξξ(τ)||2dτ ≤ C||ψξ(0)||2 + c
∫ t
0 ||ψξ(τ)||2dτ ≤ C||ψ0||21
||ψξξ(t)||2 +
∫ t
0 µ||ψξξξ(τ)||2dτ ≤ C||ψξξ(0)||2 + c
∫ t
0 ||ψξ(τ)||2 + ||ψξξ(τ)||2dτ ≤ C||ψ0||22
are done, we know ||ψξξ(t)|| is uniformly bounded for t ≥ 0.
Since ||ψξ(t)||2 is integrable over t and ddt ||ψξ(t)||2 is also integrable over t and satisfies∫ t
0 (
d
dt ||ψξ(τ)||2)dτ = ||ψξ(t)||2 − ||ψξ(0)||2 ≤ C||ψξ(0)||2,
we know ||ψξ(t)||2 is lipschitz continuous. Therefore ||ψξ(t)||2 is uniformly continuous. It means




|ψξ(t)| ≤ ||ψξξ(t)||1/2||ψξ||1/2 → 0, as t→∞ (5.0.19)
Therefore, Theorem 5.0.2 is done.
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6Asymptotic stability of travelling
wave for non convex flux case
In this chapter, we check the Asymptotic Stability for non convex flux case, f ′(u+) < s < f ′(u−).
Theorem 6.0.1. (A priori estimate) For the non convex flux case, the solution ψ(t) in Theorem
5.0.2 satisfies
(1 + t)γ ||ψ(t)||22 +
∫ t
0 (1 + τ)
γ ||ψξ(τ)||22dτ ≤ C(||ψ0||22 + |ψ0|2α).
for any γ , 0 ≤ γ ≤ α and for 0 ≤ t < T
Proof. Since µUξ = h(U) < 0 and U ∈ (u+, u−), U(ξ) is a decreasing function in ξ∗ ∈ R. It




Multiplying (3.0.5) by 2(1 + t)γ〈ξ − ξ∗〉βψ, we get
2(1 + t)γ〈ξ − ξ∗〉βwψψt + 2(1 + t)γ〈ξ − ξ∗〉βψψξwh′(U)− 2(1 + t)γ〈ξ − ξ∗〉βwψµψξξ (6.0.1)
= 2(1 + t)γ〈ξ − ξ∗〉βwψF.
It’s equivalent to the following
2(1 + t)γ〈ξ − ξ∗〉βwψψt + 2(1 + t)γ〈ξ − ξ∗〉βψψξwh′(U)− 2(1 + t)γ〈ξ − ξ∗〉βwψµψξξ
+(2(1 + t)γ〈ξ − ξ∗〉βψψξw′h(U)− 2(1 + t)γ〈ξ − ξ∗〉βψψξw′h(U)) = 2(1 + t)γ〈ξ − ξ∗〉βwψF .
Using the product rule, we get
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2(1 + t)γ〈ξ − ξ∗〉βwψψt + 2(1 + t)γ〈ξ − ξ∗〉βψψξ(wh)′ − 2(1 + t)γ〈ξ − ξ∗〉βwψµψξξ
−2(1 + t)γ〈ξ − ξ∗〉βψψξw′h(U) = 2(1 + t)γ〈ξ − ξ∗〉βwψF .
Using h(U) = µUξ, we get
2(1 + t)γ〈ξ − ξ∗〉βwψψt + 2(1 + t)γ〈ξ − ξ∗〉βψψξ(wh)′ − 2(1 + t)γ〈ξ − ξ∗〉βwψµψξξ
−2(1 + t)γ〈ξ − ξ∗〉βψψξw′µUξ = 2(1 + t)γ〈ξ − ξ∗〉βwψF .
Using the product rule, we get
{(1 + t)γ〈ξ − ξ∗〉βwψ2}t − γ(1 + t)γ−1〈ξ − ξ∗〉βwψ2
+{(1+t)γ〈ξ−ξ∗〉β(wh)′ψ2}ξ−(1+t)γ〈ξ−ξ∗〉β(wh)′′(U)Uξψ2−(1+t)γ〈ξ−ξ∗〉β−2β(ξ−ξ∗)(wh)′ψ2
+{−2µ(1+t)γ〈ξ−ξ∗〉βwψψξ}ξ+2µ(1+t)γ〈ξ−ξ∗〉βwψ2ξ +2µ(1+t)γ〈ξ−ξ∗〉β−2β(ψ−ψ∗)wψψξ =
2(1 + t)γ〈ξ − ξ∗〉βwψF .
It means
{(1 + t)γ〈ξ − ξ∗〉βwψ2}t − γ(1 + t)γ−1〈ξ − ξ∗〉βwψ2 + {·}ξ − (1 + t)γ〈ξ − ξ∗〉β(wh)′′(U)Uξψ2
−(1+t)γ〈ξ−ξ∗〉β−2β(ξ−ξ∗)wψ2+2µ(1+t)γ〈ξ−ξ∗〉βwψ2ξ+2µ(1+t)γ〈ξ−ξ∗〉β−2β(ψ−ψ∗)wψψξ =
2(1 + t)γ〈ξ − ξ∗〉βwψF ,
where
Aβ(ξ) = −〈ξ − ξ∗〉Uξ(h(U))′′ − β(ξ − ξ∗)〈ξ − ξ∗〉−1(w(U)h(U))′
= −2〈ξ − ξ∗〉Uξ − 2β(ξ − ξ∗)〈ξ − ξ∗〉−1(U − U(ξ∗)).
Lemma 6.0.1. Let α be a given positive number. For β ∈ [0, α], there is a positive number c0,
independent of β such that
Aβ(ξ) ≥ c0β , ∀ξ ∈ R
Proof. In this lemma, we prove Aβ(ξ) has bounded below value.
See (w(U)h(U))′ = −2(U−U(ξ∗)), then (w(U)h(U))′|ξ=ξ∗ = 0 and (w(U)h(U))′′ = −2U(ξ) > 0.
So, (w(U)h(U))′ → u± − u∓ as ξ → ±∞. It means for any δ > 0,
−β(ξ − ξ∗) < ξ − ξ∗ >−1 (w(U)h(U))′ ≥ c(δ) , where δ ≤ |ξ − ξ∗|
next, for some δ0 ≥ |ξ − ξ∗|,
− < ξ − ξ∗ > Uξ(w(U)h(U))′′ = −2 < ξ − ξ∗ > Uξ = −2 < ξ − ξ∗ > h(U(ξ))µ ≥ h(U(ξ∗))µ .
So, we know
Aβ(ξ) = − < ξ − ξ∗ > Uξ(w(U)h(U))′′ − β(ξ − ξ∗) < ξ − ξ∗ >−1 (w(U)h(U))′
≥ h(U(ξ∗))µ + c(δ) ≥ c0β , where c0 = min(c(δ0), −h(U(ξ∗))µα )
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Integrating over [0, t]×R and note C−1 ≤ w(U) ≤ C, we have
(1 + t)γ |ψ|2β + β
∫ t
0 (1 + τ)
γ |ψ(τ)|2β−1dτ +
∫ t
0 (1 + τ)
γ |ψξ(τ)|2βdτ
≤ C{|ψ0|2β + γ
∫ t
0 (1 + τ)
γ−1|ψ(τ)|2βdτ + β
∫ t






0 (1 + τ)
γ
∫
R〈ξ − ξ∗〉β|ψ||F |dξdτ}
Since |ψ| ≤ N(t), |F | ≤ Cψ2ξ and
Cβ〈ξ − ξ∗〉β−1|ψψξ| ≤ β2 〈ξ − ξ∗〉β−1ψ2 + C
2β
2 〈ξ − ξ∗〉β−1ψ2ξ ,
and for some fixed R > 0,∫
R
C2β




|ξ−ξ∗|≤R ≤ 12 |ψξ|2β + βCR||ψξ||2,
we get
(1 + t)γ |ψ|2β + β
∫ t
0 (1 + τ)
γ |ψ(τ)|2β−1dτ +
∫ t
0 (1 + τ)
γ |ψξ(τ)|2βdτ
≤ C{|ψ0|2β + γ
∫ t
0 (1 + τ)
γ−1|ψ(τ)|2βdτ + 1C
∫ t
0 (1 + τ)
γ(12 |ψξ|2β + βCR||ψξ||2)dτ
+
∫ t





(1 + t)γ |ψ|2β +
∫ t
0{β2 (1 + τ)γ |ψ(τ)|2β−1 + (12 − CN(τ))(1 + τ)γ |ψξ(τ)|2β}dτ
≤ C{|ψ0|2β + γ
∫ t




Thus we get the following
Lemma 6.0.2. There is a positive constant 5 such that if N(T ) < 5, then for t ∈ [0, T ],
(1 + t)γ |ψ|2β +
∫ t
0{β(1 + τ)γ |ψ(τ)|2β−1 + (1 + τ)γ |ψξ(τ)|2β}dτ
≤ C{|ψ0|2β + γ
∫ t




Using the induction to Lemma 6.0.2, we get a new lemma
Lemma 6.0.3. For a non negative integer k ≤ [α],
(1 + t)k|ψ|2α−k +
∫ t
0{(α− k)(1 + τ)k|ψ(τ)|2α−k−1 + (1 + τ)k|ψξ(τ)|2α−k}dτ
≤ C|ψ0|2α
Consequently, if α is an integer, then the following estimate holds for 0 ≤ γ ≤ α,
(1 + t)γ ||ψ||2 +
∫ t
0
(1 + τ)γ ||ψξ(τ)||2dτ ≤ C|ψ0|2α (6.0.2)









0{(α)|ψ(τ)|2α−1 + |ψξ(τ)|2α}dτ ≤ C|ψ0|2α
It means we prove (6.0.2) for γ = 0 such that it’s done for α < 1.
Step 2. letting β = 0, γ = 1 in Lemma 6.0.2 and k = 0 in Lemma 6.0.3,
(1 + t)1||ψ||2 + ∫ t0{(1 + τ)1||ψξ(τ)||2}dτ ≤ C{||ψ0||2 + ∫ t0 ||ψ(τ)||2dτ}
|ψ|2α +
∫ t
0{(α)|ψ(τ)|2α−1 + |ψξ(τ)|2α}dτ ≤ C|ψ0|2α
then we prove (6.0.2) for γ = 1 where 1 ≤ α < 2.
letting β = α− 1 , γ = 1 in Lemma 6.0.2, k = 0 in Lemma 6.0.3, and γ = 1 in (6.0.2)
(1 + t)1|ψ|2α−1 +
∫ t
0{(α− 1)(1 + τ)1|ψ(τ)|2α−2 + (1 + τ)1|ψξ(τ)|2α−1}dτ
≤ C{|ψ0|2α−1 +
∫ t





0{(α)|ψ(τ)|2α−1 + |ψξ(τ)|2α}dτ ≤ C|ψ0|2α
(1 + t)1||ψ||2 + ∫ t0 (1 + τ)1||ψξ(τ)||2dτ ≤ C|ψ0|2α
then we have the estimate
(1 + t)k|ψ|2α−k +
∫ t
0{(α− k)(1 + τ)k|ψ(τ)|2α−k−1 + (1 + τ)k|ψξ(τ)|2α−k}dτ
≤ C|ψ0|2α.
is done for k = 1
Step 3. letting β = 0, γ = 2 in Lemma 6.0.2 and k = 1 in Lemma 6.0.3,
(1 + t)2||ψ||2 + ∫ t0{(1 + τ)2||ψξ(τ)||2}dτ ≤ C{||ψ0||2 + 2 ∫ t0 (1 + τ)1||ψ(τ)||2dτ}
(1 + t)1|ψ|2α−1 +
∫ t
0{(α− 1)(1 + τ)1|ψ(τ)|2α−2 + (1 + τ)1|ψξ(τ)|2α−1}dτ ≤ C|ψ0|2α
then we prove (6.0.2) for γ = 2 where 2 ≤ α < 3.
letting β = α− 2 , γ = 2 in Lemma 6.0.2, k = 1 in Lemma 6.0.3, and γ = 2 in (6.0.2),
(1 + t)2|ψ|2α−2 +
∫ t
0{(α− 2)(1 + τ)2|ψ(τ)|2α−3 + (1 + τ)2|ψξ(τ)|2α−2}dτ
≤ C{|ψ0|2α−2 + 2
∫ t
0 (1 + τ)
1|ψ(τ)|2α−2dτ + (α− 2)
∫ t
0 ||ψξ(τ)||2dτ}
(1 + t)1|ψ|2α−1 +
∫ t
0{(α− 1)(1 + τ)1|ψ(τ)|2α−2 + (1 + τ)1|ψξ(τ)|2α−1}dτ ≤ C|ψ0|2α
(1 + t)2||ψ||2 + ∫ t0 (1 + τ)2||ψξ(τ)||2dτ ≤ C|ψ0|2α
then we have the estimate
(1 + t)k|ψ|2α−k +
∫ t
0{(α− k)(1 + τ)k|ψ(τ)|2α−k−1 + (1 + τ)k|ψξ(τ)|2α−k}dτ
≤ C|ψ0|2α.
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is done for k = 2
Repeating these steps, the term k in Lemma 6.0.3 and γ in (6.0.2) increase until k = γ = α. It
means Lemma 6.0.3 is done.
Lemma 6.0.4. For any α, there exists a positive constant 6 such that if N(T ) ≤ 6, then we
get
(1 + t)γ ||ψξ(t)||2 +
∫ t
0 (1 + τ)
γ ||ψξξ(τ)||2dτ ≤ C(||(ψ0)ξ||2 + |ψ0|2α),
(1 + t)γ ||ψξξ(t)||2 +
∫ t
0 (1 + τ)
γ ||ψξξξ(τ)||2dτ ≤ C(||(ψ0)ξξ||2 + |ψ0|2α).
Proof. For the ψξ estimate, applying ∂ξ to (3.0.5) and multiplying 2(1 + t)
γ〈ξ − ξ∗〉βψξ, we get
2(1 + t)γ〈ξ − ξ∗〉βψξψξt + 2(1 + t)γ〈ξ − ξ∗〉βψ2ξ (h′)ξ + 2(1 + t)γ〈ξ − ξ∗〉βψξψξξh′
−2(1 + t)γ〈ξ − ξ∗〉βψξµψξξξ = 2(1 + t)γ〈ξ − ξ∗〉βψξFξ
Using the product rule, we get
{(1 + t)γ〈ξ − ξ∗〉βψ2ξ}t − γ(1 + t)γ−1〈ξ − ξ∗〉βψ2ξ + 2(1 + t)γ〈ξ − ξ∗〉βψ2ξ (h′)ξ
+{(1 + t)γ〈ξ − ξ∗〉βh′ψ2ξ}ξ − (1 + t)γ〈ξ − ξ∗〉β−2β(ξ − ξ∗)h′ψ2ξ − (1 + t)γ〈ξ − ξ∗〉β(h′)ξψ2ξ
−{2(1 + t)γ〈ξ − ξ∗〉βµψξψξξ}ξ + 2(1 + t)γ〈ξ − ξ∗〉βµψ2ξξ + 2(1 + t)γ〈ξ − ξ∗〉β−2β(ξ − ξ∗)µψξψξξ
= 2(1 + t)γ〈ξ − ξ∗〉βψξFξ.
Integrating over (0, t)× R, we get




R−γ(1 + τ)γ−1〈ξ − ξ∗〉βψ2ξ + (1 + τ)γ〈ξ − ξ∗〉βψ2ξ (h′)ξdξdτ
− ∫ t0 ∫R(1 + τ)γ〈ξ − ξ∗〉β−2β(ξ − ξ∗)h′ψ2ξdξdτ + ∫ t0 ∫R 2(1 + t)γ〈ξ − ξ∗〉β−2β(ξ − ξ∗)µψξψξξdξdτ
+
∫ t





R 2(1 + t)
γ〈ξ − ξ∗〉βψξFξ.
Since 〈ξ − ξ∗〉a ≤ 〈ξ − ξ∗〉b for a ≤ b, and supξ |h′| and supξ |(h′)ξ| are bounded, we get
− ∫ t0 ∫R(1 + τ)γ〈ξ − ξ∗〉β−1ψ2ξ (h′)ξ + (1 + τ)γ〈ξ − ξ∗〉β−2β(ξ − ξ∗)h′ψ2ξdξdτ
≤ supξ |h′|
∫ t
0 (1 + τ)
γc|ψξ(τ)|2β−1 + supξ |(h′)ξ|
∫ t
0 (1 + τ)
γβ|ψξ(τ)|2β−1dτ .
By the schwartz inequality, we get
2〈ξ − ξ∗〉β−1β|ψξψξξ| ≤ β2 〈ξ − ξ∗〉β−1ψ2ξ + 2β〈ξ − ξ∗〉β−1ψ2ξξ.
So, we get




2 (1 + τ)
γ |ψξ(τ)|2β−1 + 12(1 + τ)γ |ψξξ(τ)|2βdτ
≤ C{|ψξ(0)|2β +
∫ t
0 γ(1 + τ)
γ−1|ψξ(τ)|2β + (1 + τ)γβ||ψξξ(τ)||2dτ}
By the induction and Lemma 6.0.3, we get
(1 + t)γ ||ψξ(t)||+
∫ t
0 (1 + τ)
γ ||ψξξ(τ)||dτ ≤ C(||ψξ(0)||2 + |ψ(0)|2α).
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For the ψξξ estimate, applying ∂ξξ to (3.0.5) and multiplying 2(1 + t)
γ〈ξ − ξ∗〉βψξξ, we get
2(1 + t)γψξξψξξt + (1 + t)
γ(2h′(U)ψξ)ξξ〈ξ − ξ∗〉βψξξ
−2µ(1 + t)γ〈ξ − ξ∗〉βψξξψξξξξ = 2(1 + t)γ〈ξ − ξ∗〉βFξξψξξ.
Since
2(h′(U)ψξ)ξξ〈ξ − ξ∗〉βψξξ = {h′(U)〈ξ − ξ∗〉βψ2ξξ}ξ
−h′(U)(〈ξ − ξ∗〉β)ξψ2ξξ + 3(h′(U))ξ〈ξ − ξ∗〉βψ2ξξ + 2(h′(U))ξξ〈ξ − ξ∗〉βψξψξξ,
we get
{(1 + t)γ〈ξ − ξ∗〉βψ2ξξ}t − 2γ(1 + t)γ−1〈ξ − ξ∗〉βψ2ξξ + {}ξ
+(1 + t)γ(−h′(U)(〈ξ − ξ∗〉β)ξψ2ξξ + 3(h′(U))ξ〈ξ − ξ∗〉βψ2ξξ + 2(h′(U))ξξ〈ξ − ξ∗〉βψξψξξ)
+2µ(1 + t)γ〈ξ − ξ∗〉βψ2ξξξ + 2µ(1 + t)γ(〈ξ − ξ∗〉β)ξψξξψξξξ = 2(1 + t)γ〈ξ − ξ∗〉βFξξψξξ.
Integrating over (0, t)× R, we get
(1 + t)γ |ψξξ(t)|2β − |ψξξ(0)|2β +
∫ t














γ〈ξ− ξ∗〉βFξξψξξ +2γ(1+τ)γ−1〈ξ− ξ∗〉βψ2ξξ−2µ(1+τ)γ(〈ξ− ξ∗〉β)ξψξξψξξξdξdτ .
By the schwartz inequality, we get
2(〈ξ − ξ∗〉β)ξψξξψξξξ ≤ β2 〈ξ − ξ∗〉β−1ψ2ξξ + 2β〈ξ − ξ∗〉β−1ψ2ξξξ
Since 〈ξ − ξ∗〉a ≤ 〈ξ − ξ∗〉b for a ≤ b, and supξ |h′| , supξ |(h′)ξ| and supξ |(h′)ξξ| are bounded,
we get ∫
R(h
′(U)(〈ξ − ξ∗〉β)ξψ2ξξ − 3(h′(U))ξ〈ξ − ξ∗〉βψ2ξξ − 2(h′(U))ξξ〈ξ − ξ∗〉βψξψξξ)dξ
≤ supξ |h′|β|ψξξ(t)|2β−1 + 3c supξ |(h′)ξ||ψξξ(t)|2β−1 + 2 supξ |(h′)ξξ|(|ψξ(t)|2β−1 + |ψξξ(t)|2β−1).
So, we get
(1 + t)γ |ψξξ(t)|2β +
∫ t
0 (1 + τ)
γ |ψξξξ(τ)|2βdτ +
∫ t
0 (1 + τ)
γβ|ψξξ(τ)|2β−1dτ +
∫ t




0 γ(1 + τ)
γ−1|ψξξ(τ)|2βdτ + β
∫ t




0 γ(1 + τ)
γ−1|ψξξ(τ)|2βdτ + β
∫ t
0 (1 + τ)
γ ||ψξξ(τ)||2dτ +
∫ t
0 (1 + τ)
γ ||ψξ(τ)||2dτ)
By the induction, we get
(1 + t)γ ||ψξξ(t)||2 +
∫ t
0 (1 + τ)
γ ||ψξξξ(τ)||2dτ ≤ C(||ψξξ(0)||2 + |ψ(0)|2α).
Combining Lemma 6.0.3 with Lemma 6.0.4, we get
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(1 + t)γ ||ψ(t)||22 +
∫ t
0 (1 + τ)
γ |ψξ(τ)|22 ≤ C(||ψ(0)||22 + |ψ(0)|2α).
So, we proved the Theorem 6.0.1.
Theorem 6.0.1 is true only 0 ≤ t ≤ T . So, using the Local existence and Theorem 6.0.1, we
make a global solution ψ ∈ X(0,∞) exist such that we get asymptotic stability for f ′(u+) <
s < f ′(u−).
Theorem 6.0.2. (Asymptotic stability for f ′(u+) < s < f ′(u−)) For the case f ′(u+) < s <
f ′(u−), the solution ψ(t) in Theorem 5.0.2 satisfies
(1 + t)γ ||ψ(t)||22 +
∫ t
0 (1 + τ)
γ ||ψξ(τ)||22dτ ≤ C(||ψ0||22 + |ψ0|2α),
for any γ , 0 ≤ γ ≤ α.
Proof. To prove Theorem 6.0.2, we have to use continuation argument.
Suppose 2 = min{3/2, 3/2C3} , C2 = C3.
By the local existence, we know ||ψ0||22 + |ψ0|2α ≤ 22 ≤ 23/4. Because of T0 is dependent of 0 ,
T0 has the value T0(3) such that the solution exists on [0, T0(3)]. It means
||ψ(t)||22 + |ψ(t)|2w(U) ≤ C||ψ(t)||2 ≤ 4C(||ψ0||22 + |ψ0|2α) ≤ C23 for t ∈ [0, T0].
By A priori estimate with T = T0(3), we know for 0 ≤ t ≤ T
(1 + t)γ ||ψ(t)||22 +
∫ t
0 (1 + τ)
γ ||ψξ(τ)||22dτ ≤ C23 (||ψ0||22 + |ψ0|2α).
So, we get









Using above results, we know
ψ(ξ, T0) ∈ H2 ∩ L2w(U) = H2 and ||ψ(T0)||22 ≤ ||ψ(T0)||22 + |ψ(T0)|2α ≤
23
4 .
So, we can apply Local existence again,
||ψ(t)||22 + |ψ(t)|2w(U) ≤ C||ψ(t)||22 ≤ 4C(||ψ0||22 + |ψ0|2w(U)) ≤ C23 for t ∈ [T0, 2T0].
Therefore, Local existence holds for t ∈ [0, 2T0].
Also, by A priori estimate with T = 2T0, we get
(1 + t)γ ||ψ(t)||22 +
∫ t
0 (1 + τ)
γ ||ψξ(τ)||22dτ ≤ C23 (||ψ0||22 + |ψ0|2α)





for t ∈ [0, 2T0].
Using the same method, Local existence and A priori estimate hold for t ∈ [0, nT0], n ∈ N. It
means a global solution ψ ∈ X(0,∞) exist.
The remain thing is to show ψξ decay rate in the L
∞ norm,
supξ∈R|ψξ(ξ, t)| ≤ (1 + t)−
α
2 (||u0 − U ||21 + |ψ0|2α). (6.0.3)
Using the Gagliardo-Nirenburg interpolation inequality, we get
sup
ξ∈R
|ψξ(t)| ≤ ||ψξξ(t)||1/2||ψξ||1/2. (6.0.4)
Since
(1 + t)α||ψ(t)||2 + ∫ t0 (1 + τ)α||ψξ(τ)||2dτ ≤ C||ψ0||2,
(1 + t)α||ψξ(t)||2 +
∫ t
0 (1 + τ)
α||ψξξ(τ)||2dτ ≤ C(||ψξ(0)||2 + |ψ0|2α),
(1 + t)α||ψξξ(t)||2 +
∫ t
0 (1 + τ)
α||ψξξξ(τ)||2dτ ≤ C(||ψξξ(0)||2 + |ψ(0)|2α,
are done, we know ||ψξξ(t)|| is uniformly bounded for t ≥ 0.
Since ||ψξ(t)||2 is integrable over t and ddt ||ψξ(t)||2 is also integrable over t and satisfies∫ t
0 (
d
dt ||ψξ(τ)||2)dτ = ||ψξ(t)||2 − ||ψξ(0)||2 ≤ C(||ψξ(0)||2 + |ψ0|2α).
So, we get
||ψξξ(t)||1/2||ψξ(t)||1/2 ≤ C(||ψξ(0)||+ |ψ(0)|2α)1/2(1 + t)−α/2(||ψξξ(0)||+ |ψ0|2α)1/2
≤ C(1 + t)−α/2(||U − u0||21 + |ψ0|2α).
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7Conclusion
In the section 5, we check the stability of travelling wave. Since h(U) is non convex, we had
some problem to prove the A priori estimate. In the estimate of ψ, we can’t ignore (h′(U))ξ,
because it changes its sign. However, we solve it using the suitable weighted function, w(U).
Since w(U)h(U) is convex, we change the non convex flux to the convex flux and it proved in
the section 4. So, the A priori estimate is proved.
By the continuation argument, we get the following
(i) f ′(u+) < s < f ′(u−) case,
Suppose u0 − U is integrable and ψ0 ∈ H2. Then there exists a constant 1 > 0 such that if
||ψ0||2 < 1, then the viscous scalar conservation with initial value has a unique global solution
u(t, x) satisfying
u(t, x)− U(x− st) ∈ C0([0,∞);H1) ∩ L2([0,∞);H2)
(ii) f ′(u+) = s < f ′(u−) case,
Suppose u0 − U is integrable and ψ0 ∈ H2, there exists a constant 1 > 0 such that if ||ψ0||2 +
|ψ0|<ξ>+ < 1, then the viscous scalar conservation with initial value has a unique global solution
u(t, x) satisfying
u(t, x)− U(x− st) ∈ C0([0,∞);H1) ∩ L2([0,∞);H2 ∩ L<ξ>+)
where < ξ >+=
{ √
1 + ξ2 (ξ ≥ 0)
1 (ξ < 0)
(iii) f ′(u+) < s = f ′(u−) case,
Suppose u0 − U is integrable and ψ0 ∈ H2, there exists a constant 1 > 0 such that if ||ψ0||2 +
|ψ0|<ξ>− < 1, then the viscous scalar conservation with initial value has a unique global solution
u(t, x) satisfying
u(t, x)− U(x− st) ∈ C0([0,∞);H1) ∩ L2([0,∞);H2 ∩ L<ξ>−)
where < ξ >−=
{ √
1 + ξ2 (ξ < 0)
1 (ξ ≥ 0)
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Also, since ||ψξ(t)|| → 0 as t→∞, we get
supx∈R |u(t, x)− U(x− st)| → 0 as t→∞.
So, the stability of travelling wave is proved.
In the section 6, we check the asymptotic decay rate of U − u0 for f ′(u+) < s < f ′(u−).
Since h(U) is non convex, we had some problem to prove the A priori estimate. In the estimate
of ψ, because (h′(U))ξ and h′(U) change their sign, we can’t ignore them. However, we solve
the estimate of ψ using the suitable weighted function, w(U). Since w(U)h(U) is convex, we
change the non convex flux to the convex flux and it’s proved in Kawashima and Matsumura
[3]. So, the A priori estimate is proved.
By the continuation argument, we get the U − u0 exist in global time and the following
(Asymptotic decay rate for f ′(u+) < s < f ′(u−))
Let u satisfy (i) and ψ0 ∈ L2 for some integer α > 0. Then it holds
supx∈R |u(t, x)− U(x− st)| ≤ C(1 + t)−α/2(||u0 − U ||1 + |ψ0|α)




Theorem 8.0.1. If f(t) is uniformly continuous on R and integrable, then f(t)→ 0 as t→∞
Proof. Suppose there exist a uniformly continuous function f , f is integrable and f(t) 9 0 as
t→∞. Then f satisfies
lim supt→∞ |f(t)| = C > 0
Since f is uniformly continuous, f(t) is finite for any compact set.
Define the sequence {tn}:
{tn} = {tn; tn ∈ [n, n+ 1], |f(tn)| = maxt∈[n,n+1] f(t)}
Since lim supt→∞ |f(t)| = C > 0, there exists N such that |f(xn)| ≥ C2 for all n ≥ N .
Since f is uniformly continuous, we can fix ′ < C4 and δ
′ = min{12 , δ}
Define the set
Xn = t ∈ [t2n, t2n + δ′],
then ∀n ≥ N , we get ∫ |f(t)|dt ≥ ∫∪Xn |f |dt ≥ ∫∪Xn C4 dt ≤ ∞.
So, there is a contradiction.
30
References
[1] Iin, A.M., Oleinik, O.A., Asymptotic behavior of the solutions of the Cauchy problem for
certain quasilinear equations for large time (Russian). Mat. Sbornik 51, 191-216 1960.
[2] Nishihara, K., A note on the stability of traveling wave solutions of Burgers’ equationJpn.
J. Appl. Math. 2, 27-35 (1985)
[3] Kawashima, S., Matsumura, A., Asymptotic stability of traveling wave solutions of systems
for one-dimensional gas motion. Commun. Math. Phys. 101, 97-127 (1985)
[4] Kawashima, S., Matsumura, A., Stability of shock profiles in viscoelasticity with non-
convex constitutive relations Commun. Pure Appl. Math. 47.12, 1547-1569 (1994) 537-566
(1957)
[5] Lax, P.D., Hyperbolic systems of conservation laws II. Commun. Pure Appl. Math. 10,
537-566 (1957)
[6] Matsumura, Akitaka, and Kenji Nishihara., Asymptotic stability of traveling waves for
scalar viscous conservation laws with non-convex nonlinearity, Commun. Math. Phys.
165.1, 83-96 (1994)
[7] Jones, Christopher KRT, Robert Gardner, and Todd Kapitula., Stability of travelling
waves for nonconvex scalar viscous conservation laws. Commun. Pure Appl. Math. 46.4,
505-526 (1993)
[8] Goodman, Jonathan., Nonlinear asymptotic stability of viscous shock profiles for conser-
vation laws. Archive for Rational Mechanics and Analysis 95.4, 325-344 (1986)
31
ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS
First of all, I would like to express the grateful to my advisor, Professor Bongsuk
Kwon. Though it is a slightly different writing a survey thesis from a thesis, I have
learned about how to prepare for my thesis by writing a survey thesis. When I
first received the topic of this thesis, I was worried that I could solve this problem
because of my lack of ODE and PDE knowledge. Especially, because of my ability
to communication, I had a lot of problems, but thanks to my professor, I was able
to do it just in time.
I would also like to give my thanks to JoonSik Bae and JunHo Choi who are study-
ing PDE. These two seniors gave me directions when I got stuck in the problem,
and finally helped me solve the problem.
Last, I would like to thank my parents, and my sister.

